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HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES BY CHINA/Passage

SUBJECT: A resolution urging the United Sates to seek passage of a United Nations resolution criticizing the People's
Republic of China for its human rights abuses in China and Tibet . . . S. Res. 187.

ACTION: RESOLUTION AGREED TO, 95-5

SYNOPSIS:  As reported andgpassed, S. Res. 187, a resolution on hunghisrabusesybthe Peple's R@ublic of China, will
express the sense of the Senate that "the United States should introduce and make all effortg toguessar

a resolution criticizig the Pegple's Reublic of China for its humanghts abuses in China and Tibet at the annual neeefithe
United Nations Commission on HumargRts." The resolution is based on three figdirthat the annual meegjiof the United
Nations Commission on HumandRisprovides an international forum for discussand exressig sypport for greater human
rightsperformance (thigear's meetig will be on March 16); that the Pgle's Rgublic of China egages in widepread human
rights violations; and that President Clinton plesiged to increase efforts get the United Nations tpass a resolution deagjn
with the serious humangtits abuses in the Pgle's Rgublic of China.

Those favoringpassge contended:

The United Nations Human gtits Commission will meet in a fewyka When it does, the United States should introduce and
sypport a resolution criticizig communist China for its horrendous humahts abuses. Accordirto the State Omrtment human
rights report on China for lasgear, "the Government of China continued to commit vaiekesl and well-documented humaghts
abuses in violation of internatiomalacceted norms, includig extrgudicial killings, the use of torture, arbityaarrest and
detention, forced abortion and sterilization, the sale gdres from executeprisoners, and ght control over the exercise of the
rights of freedom ofpeech press, and raiion.” No one doubts the valigiof ary part of this rgort.

Before beig elected, President Clinton chgioned linking China's most-favored-nation trade status witpét$ormance on
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human rghts. After beiig elected, he did an about-face and said that he would delink the issues. He, and Membagapontkd su
that newpolicy, promised that the United States would continugréssure China to ipnove its human ghts record. Since that
action 4years go, trade with China, or rathpurchases from China, have escalatgitifg. Our annual trade deficit with China
hasgrown exponentialy. For 1997 it reached the astronomical level of $49.7 billion. Products from Chimaofnahich are
produced vey chegly for China's militay by its slave-labopolitical prisoners, have been adausuccess in the United States. Tens
of thousands of Americgobs have been lost, butarters have made a lot of mgne

The claim that spporters of unrestricted trade with China ajswanake is that if Chingets wealthiepolitical freedoms and
human rghts will inevitaby follow. They say that once an industrial and merchant class exists, it will demand reforms. We have
always been skatical of this claim--we think it is based more on wishful thigiiman on a rational aneis. We think that Senators
believe it because it convenignfits in with their desire to qport businesses that are makimoney by tradirg with China.
Throughout the histor of the world, authoritarian rule has been the norm, whether of weslgoor nations, and dpstic rulers
have thrived rgardless of the existence or absence of a business class.

As China hagirown in streigth, it has not hesitated to use its economic muscle tp dthiér nations into lookinthe other wa
when it commits its abuses. For fiast severajears, China's leaders hayg@ssivey lobbied @ainst efforts at the annual meetin
of the United Nations Commission on HumagtRs topass resolutions condemagiits human ights abuses. Lagear it actuaif
threatened Denmark for dagito gponsor such a resolution. Thisar, it has ggressivey lobbied Eurpean countries toppose
such resolutions in favor of worlgron "private” bilateral efforts. Our collgaes insisted that trade would eventydé the tool
that would force reforms in China, but instead it is geised as a toolbChina to bul civilized countries.

Some of our collagues tell us that we should @tk on China--thg say that there arplenty of rotten countries in the world,
and if we criticize China it should ast agpart of a list of those countries. Thalso s& that criticizirg China alone will result
in that county punishirg us ty buying more from our economic cguatitors than from us. Neithergament carries gnweight with
us. There are vgifew countries that are agrehensible as China. Further, the same Senators who aragyrtre&iagument have
never olpected before when the Senate passed resolutions addreggagregious behavior ¥ particular countries. The Senate
will soon consider a resolution in favormbsecutig Saddam Hussein and otherdjrafficials for crimes gainst humanit--will
our collegues vote for that resolution, or will hea/ we must also ge theprosecution of other officials around the world,
including in China, who are likewisguilty of such crimes? As for thegament that China will retaliate economigalive note that
the current trade relationghis nothirg to brag about, and that even if it were it is not a morglatrent to sgwe cannopublicly
criticize inhuman behavior because weyriazse mong.

In thepast, rgardless of tradpolicies, the United States has not hesitateghéals out gainst yrants in China and elsewhere.
It has frequently sponsored and worked fass resolutions condemgi€hina's humanghts abuses. Those efforts have pasitive
effects. We know from testimgrby mary formerpolitical prisoners in China that tiiecould tell whenever the United Stafes
pressure on China to behave humgielcause conditions would alygimprove. Whenever the United States failedgeeak out
against abuses, conditiongaan worsened. China's President diegcenty defended China's humaigtis record # saying that
"both democrag and human ghts are relative conpés.” He is wrog and we should saso. We uge passage of this resolution.

Those opposingrassge contended:

No Senator spports human ghts abuses in China oryamhere else. Thguestion is not whether one wantgptomote reforms,
but how best tpromote reforms. The resolution before uggks out China for criticism. We cannotpgort this tactic because
we are certain that it will backfire. China isguestionab} guilty of human rjhts abuses, but the situation is better now than it has
been at ay other time under communist rule. We remind our cgliea that this is the coumtthat conducted two of the worst
degotic regns of terror in all histgr, the "Great LeaForward" and the "Cultural Revolution," and the victims of thosepagyms
were its own citizens. After decades of rujecbhmmunists who did not have thegkliest rgiard forpersonal opolitical freedoms,
or even for human life, the situation hage to inprove. Free trade with China hagba to creat@ersonal freedoms. Pgle
are allowed to find their owjobs, choose their own careers, and rent their partraents. Political freedoms agewing as well.
Chinese citizens now have access to uncensored news on the radio, satellite television, and the internet. Local etaxiiing are b
democratic, and thpeaole now even dare to file lawsuitganst thegovernment--lasyear neast 100,000 were filed. If this
resolution called on the United States ppase human ghts abuses in China and in other countries thajalty of similar abuses
we would spport it because it would be fair. $img out China, thogh, is not fair, and China will react getively. China has
historically been vey sensitive to criticism, and it hasoven willing in thepast to wpe out reforms with new rgs of terror. In
this case, we think that it will retaliatgainst afy county that it believes is treatint inequitably. In all of its thousands gfears
of history, China has never been free. The closest it has come has beepdattfevyears, and thgirogress has come about
because of the world's tragelicies, not because of criticisms. This resolution is copraductive and should bejeeted.



